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dealt very lightly with the question of Paul's use of the "author's 
plural," having given hardly more than a personal opinion, so that 
one cannot feel satisfied with their conclusions, not knowing the steps 
by which those conclusions were reached, while the latest opinion on 
the subject, that of Zahn (Einleitung in das Neue Testament, 1896), 
viz., that in the Pauline writings every "we" denotes an actual plu- 
rality, necessitates a thorough study of the question, since it would 
compel such a radical change of opinion in regard to matters consid- 
ered settled. 

In the first main division of the study Dick discusses " the witness 
of later Greek for the author's plural," and finds that it was used in 
(1) the classical age, (2) the literary language, and (3) the common 
language of the later time, (4) the patristic literature, (5) the non- 
Pauline literature (Hebrews and 1 John) of the New Testament. 

In the second main division the use by Paul of the author's plural 
is discussed, first as to its existence (the theories of Zahn and Laurent 
being here tested); secondly, as to its extent, in the letters which Zahn 
holds to have been written in the name of several persons, and in those 
which he considers to have been written by Paul alone. 

At the close are given the five points considered proven : 

1. The possibility of the occurrence of the author's plural in Paul's 
writings proven from its use in later Greek. 

2. Though several persons be named in an address, they are not consid- 
ered in the rest of the letter. 

3. Laurent's theory, that Paul uses the plural when speaking officially, 
the singular when speaking in his private capacity, is untenable. 

4. A veritable plural is to be found only when a plurality is spoken of in 
the immediate context, or when Paul opposes himself to a plurality by the 
use of an emphatic singular (z. <?., with a pronoun). 

5 . The author's plural is used by Paul in different ways (when there is no 
difference between singular and plural ; from modesty; when the readers are 
included in the "we"). 



Hamilton Ford Allen. 
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Comment aar op het Evangelie van Mattheus. Van J. M. S. 
Baljon. Groningen : Wolters, 1900. Pp. xxviii + 435. 
Fl. 4.50. 

The publication of a commentary on Matthew by the scholarly 
editor of the text of the New Testament and author of a notable 
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lexicon of biblical and patristic Greek 1 arouses expectations which 
are not disappointed by an examination of the book itself. That Dr. 
Baljon is thoroughly acquainted with the text and its various readings, 
and with the syntax and lexicography of the New Testament, needs 
hardly be said. The book is rich in references to illustrative passages, 
its treatment of Old Testament quotations being particularly pains- 
taking. As a whole, the volume constitutes a distinctly valuable addi- 
tion to the exegetical literature on the first gospel. 

On questions of introduction the author holds the views which are 
generally current among modern scholars, but places the date of the 
writing some years after the destruction of Jerusalem. He despairs of 
harmonizing the infancy sections of Matthew and Luke. He quotes 
with apparent approval Holtzmann's opinion respecting the tempta- 
tion, that it was an inward struggle related in parabolic fashion. He 
dissents from Holtzmann's opinion that 5:12 is to be rejected as a 
later addition, seeing no reason why Jesus might not have spoken 
prophetically of the sufferings of the disciples. The use of iS>ra in 
5:18 proves to him that the author had Greek readers in mind. The 
Lord's Prayer was only given once. The request of the disciples in 
Luke 1 1 : 1 would have been psychologically impossible had the prayer 
already been given at the point indicated by Matthew. 

There are instructive discussions of John the Baptist, the Samari- 
tans, the Pharisees, the apostolate, the parables, the apocalyptic dis- 
course, and the Last Supper. The term " Son of man " is held to be 
messianic. The brothers of Jesus referred to in 13:46-50 are uterine 
brothers, not half-brothers, nephews, or cousins. A parable is an 
enlarged metaphor, is never used to cover up truth, but always in the 
interest of its elucidation. Jesus clearly teaches the substitutionary 
character of his suffering and death (20:28). From some of these 
conclusions we should certainly dissent. Nor will all interpreters be 
able to follow him in his interesting statement respecting the words 
<f>i\uv and ayairav, in which he contends that <£iA.eiv = amare, dyairoi> = 
diligere; that the former is sensual and involuntary, the latter is the 
fruit of a person's will. Respecting the apocalyptic discourses, he 
concludes that one cannot possibly determine by historico-critical 
methods to what extent Jesus made use of the old Jewish representa- 
tions and to what extent they have been put into his mouth by the 

"Baljon, Novum Testamentum Graece, Groningen, 1898; Baljon, Grieksch- 
theologisch Woordenboek, hoofdzakelijk van de oud-christelijke Letteriunde, 2 vols.,. 
Utrecht, 1899. For a review of this dictionary see pp. 564-7 of this issue of the 
Journal. 
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evangelists. Baptism (28 : 19) is in order to discipleship, is the initial 
step to it, and is to be followed by teaching. The formula is trinita- 
rian, but does not teach the trinity. These last two verses are, how- 
ever, of doubtful origin. 

The only serious fault that one can find with the book is that the 
larger and more perplexing questions are too lightly dismissed. A 
broader logical interpretation and a larger introduction of the ele- 
ment of criticism and valuation of the results of exegesis pure and 
simple would have increased the value of the book. When the author 
has to deal with words and phrases, his work is admirable. When it 
is necessary for him to trace the larger connections of thought, or esti- 
mate the statements of the evangelist which he interprets, he sometimes 
fails us. Occasionally the element of criticism is introduced, as, e. g., 
in the case of the problem of demoniacal possession. The story of the 
demons who entered the swine he describes as a piece of Jewish tradi- 
tion, and his pointing out that in the gospel of Mark the result of pos- 
session is wholly confined to psychical disturbances suggests his belief 
that demoniacal possession is identical with nervous disorder. Much 
of the work on the Sermon on the Mount is excellent ; but the author's 
unadaptedness for the larger interpretation mars it as a whole. The 
sermon, he declares, is an address to the disciples concerning the 
righteousness of the kingdom. He fails to see the defensive attitude 
that characterizes it ; does not adequately recognize that, according 
to Matthew's version, it is a philippic against the Pharisees in which 
Jesus declares that instead of breaking the law he is loyal to it ; that 
not he, but they, pervert it. The error of the Pharisees, the author 
asserts, is in that they took no account of motives. It is much more than 
that. They altered and weakened the law by additions, and distorted 
its meaning by sophistries. The homiletical suggestions of the book 
are comparatively few. It is intended for scholars, is thorough and 
temperate, and impresses one with the feeling that the author sought 
nothing so much as truth. We hope it will ere long find a good 
English translator. q d Heuver. 

Wenona, III. 

Grieksch-theologisch Woordenboek, hoofdzakelijk van de 
oud-christelijke Letterkunde. Door J. M. S. Baljon. 
Utrecht: Kemink & Zoon, 1899. Pp. viii -f-939 + lxiii, and 
viii + 1105. £2. 

Dr. Baljon is known as the author of several valuable contribu- 
tions to New Testament science. In 1889 there appeared from his 



